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ARCHAEOLOGICAL SURVEY OF TIIE 1RIO CORRIDOR 

Site Form with control 
numbern assigned by the 
S.C. Department of 
Archives and History. 

Archaeological 
sites will be evaluated for 
further work based on 
the eligibility criteria for 
the National Register of 
Historia Places. 

Chicora Foundation 
only provides an opinion 

of National Register 
eligibility and the final 
determination iE made 

by the State Historic 
Preservation Officer at 
the South Carolina 
Department of Archives 
and History. 

igure 12. Example of corridor cut through pine and second growth forest. 

The criteria for eligibility to the National 
Register of Historic Places is described by 36CFR60.4, 
which slate" 
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the quality of significance in 
American history, arcbtecture1 

archaeology, engineering, and 
culture is present in districts, sites, 

buildings, structures, and objects 
that possess integrity of location, 
design, setting, materiala, 

workmanship, feeling, and 
association, and 

a. that are associated with events 
that have made a significant 
contribution to tbe broad patterru 
of our history; or 

b. that are associated with the lives 
of persons significant in our past; 
or 

c. that embody the distinctive 

characteristics of a type, period, or 
method of oollBlruction or that 
represent the work of a master, or 

that possess high artistic values, or 

that represent a signilicant and 
distinguishable entity whose 
components may lack individual 

distinclion; or 

d. that have yielded, or may be 
likely to yield, information 
important in prehistory or history. 

National Regis/.,. BuHetin 36 (Townsend et al. 
1993) provides an evaluative process that contains five 
slepa for forming a clearly defined explicit rationale for 
either the site's eligibility or lack of eligibility. Briefly, 
these stepa are: 

• identification of the site's data sets 

or categories of archaeological 
in.formation such as ceramics, lithics, 

su1sistence remains, architectural 

remainB, or sub-surface features; 



METHODS 

relatively little reference 

to other documentation 

and where typically only 
one site is being 

considered. As a result, 

some aspects of the 
evaluative process have 

been summarized, but 
we have tried to focus on 
each archaeological site's 

· ability to address 
significant research 

topics within the context 
of its avaJable data sets. 

For architectural 
sites the evaluative 
process was somewhat 

different. Given the 

relatively limited 
architectural data 
available for most of the 

igure 13. Example of corridor crossing high visibility plowed fields. 

• identification of the historic 
context apPlicable to the site, 
pwviding a framework for the 
evaluative process; 

• identification of the important 
research questions the site might he 
able to address, given the data sets 
and the context; 

• evaluation of the site's 

archaeological integrity to ensure 

that the data sets were sufficiently 
well preserved to address the research 

questions; and 

• identification of imporlant research 

questiorui among all of those which 
might be asked and aruiwered at the 
site. 

This approach, of course, has been developed 

for use documenting eligibility of sites being actually 
nominated to the National Register of Historic Places 

where the evaluative process must stand alone, with 

properties, we have 
focused on evaluating these sites using National 
Register Criterion C, focusing on tb.e site's "'distinctive 

charaoteristics. '' Key to this concept is the issue of 

integrity. Thi. mearui that the property needs to have 
retained, essentially intact, its physical identity from the 
historic period. 

Particular attention would be given to the 
integrity of design, workmanship, and materials. Design 
includes the organization of space, proportion, scale, 
technology, ornamentation, and materials. AB National 
Register Bulletin 36 observes, "Recognizability of a 
properly, or the ability of a property to convey its 
significance, depends largely upon the degree to which 
the design of the property is intact" (Townsend et al. 
1993:18). Workmanship is evidence of the artisan's 
labor and skill and can apply to either the entire 
property or to specific features of the pwperty. Finally, 
materials - the physical items used on and in the 
properly - are "of paramount importance under 
Criterion C" (TOWnBend et al. 1993:19). Integrity here 
is reflected by maintenance of the original material and 

avoidance of replacement materials. 
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Laboratory Analysis 

The cleaning and analysi£ of artifacts was 

conducted in Columbia at the Chicora Fouudation 
laboratories. These material. have been catalogued and 
accessioned for curation at the South Carolina 
Institute of Archaeology and Anthropology, the closest 
regional repository. The site fonns for the identilied 
archaeological sites have been filed with the South 
Carolina Institute of Archaeology and Anthropology. 
Field notes and photographic materials have been 
prepared for curation using archival standards and will 
be transferred to that agency as soon as the project i£ 
complete. Analysis of the collections followed 
professionally accepted standards with a level of 
intensity suitable to the quantity and quality of the 
remains. 
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RESULTS 

Introduction 

The intensive shovel testing and pedestrian 
survey identified eight archaeological sites and two 
isolated occurrences along the 12. 7 mile corridor 
(Figure 14-17). Seven of theae sites contain historic 
components, while three contain prehistoric 
components. Both of the isolated finds are of 
prehistoric material. None are recommended eligible for 

inclusion on the National Register of Historic Places. 

No standing architectural structures were identified on, 
or adjacent to, the corridor. 

Identili.ed Archaeoloi;1ical Sites 

38WG147 

Sita 38WG147 is a light surface scatter of 
historic amfacts centered at station 8+00 on the survey 
corridor (Figure 18), in the southeast comer of an 
agricultural field about 50 feet north of S-142 (SinIB 
Reach/Millwood Road). The central UTM coordinatea 
are E611450 N3720330 and the elevation is about 
160 feet AMSL. The topography in this area is very 
level, with the nearest water source, Boggy Swamp, 
situated about 2,000 feet to the southeast. The edge of 
the cultivated field is situated about 150 feet to the east 
and the nearby woods are primarily mixed ha~dwooda 
with a relatively dense nnderstory of herbaceous 
vegetation. 

The site was initially identified during the 
pedestrian survey of the field, which had been recently 
plowed and offered excellent surface visibility. The site 
was found to represent a very sparse scatter of materials, 

contained within an area of 50 by 50 feet. A series of 
five shovel tests were excavated in a crucifonn pattern in 
the center of the concentration, but no subsurface 

remains were encountered. 

The soil proftleB all revealed a plowzone of 
about 0.7 foot of grayish brown (10YR5/2) loamy sand 

laying on a pale brown (10YR6/3) loamy sand. This, in 
turn, overlaid a yellowiBh brown (10YR5/8) sandy clay 
at about 1.0 foot. Shovel tests were terminated at about 
1.5 feet. These soik are coUBistent with Noboco loamy 
fine sands. 

The recovered aurlace material. include two 
undecorated whiteware ceramics, four fragments of clear 
container glass, one fragment of manganese container 

glass, and a single prehistoric specimen - a rhyolite 
biface fragment (Figure 19). The historic material. 
offer relatively little temporal control. The manganese 
colored (or "sun colored amelhyst")glass suggests a date 
from the last quarter of the nineteenth century until 
about the first quarter of the twentieth century (Jones 
and Sullivan 1985:13). Neither the 1923 Postal Route 
Map of Willia=burg County nor the 1939 General 
Highway and Transportation Map shows any historic 
structures at this location. While the shape and flaking 
pattern on the single prehistoric specimen suggests an 
Archaic time period. it m"Uet be considered. non

diagnostic. 

The hiBtoric material. recovered at 38WG147 
may represent a very small btoric site or may as easily 

represent secondary deposits. The prehistoric specimen, 
if found by itself, would be considered an isolated find 
and hl:ely attributed to a single event or episode which 
took place on the swamp margin. 

The data sets present at this site are very 

limited. Only nine items were recovered from the 

surface, in spite of excellent surface visibility. No 
materials were recovered from any of the shovel tests, 

nor was there any evidence of structural remains, such 

as brick. While there are a number of pertinent research 
questions that late nineteenth and early twentieth 
century historic sites can address, such research 

questions would require a much broader range of data 

sets then we have found at this site. For exampler to 

explore site function, it would necessary for the site to 

yield more artifacts, features, and material suitable for 
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RESULTS 

igure 15. Portion of the Kellehan Crosswad. 7.5' USGS topographic map showing sites identified in the corridor. 
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igu1e 16. Porlion of the Kellehan Crossroads 7.5' USGS topographic map showing sites identified in the corrido1. 
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RESULTS 

0 2 

cm 

igure 19. Biface recovered from 38WG147. 

dating. It;,, also necessary for the site to exlubit, at the 
very least, some degree of intra-site patterning, perhaps 

concentrations of nails or other construction hardware 
reflecled in surface collections or shovel teg(ing density. 
None of these data aets necessary are present. It seems 

very unlikely that the site has the ability to provide the 
data sets necessary to addresg these questions. The site 

appears not only very superficial, yielding few arlifacts 

on the surface, hut also appears to have been intensively 

plowed, further reducing the potential to recover in situ 
remains. 

AB a result, we recommend the site as not 
eligible for inclUBion on the National Reghler of 
Historic Places and recommend no further management 

activities. 

38WG148 

This site wsa first encountered in Shovel Test 
4 at station 11 +00 on the survey centerline. The site 
lil situated about 25 feet east of a dirt road leading to 
several farm buildings and about 50 feet north of S-142 
(Slins Reach or Millwood Road). The central UTM 
coordinates are E6ll500 N3720310. 

The topography in the site area is level and the 
elevation;,, about 160 feet AMSL. The nearest natural 

water source is Boggy Swamp, a.bout 1,800 feet to the 
southeast. Tb ;,, an area of mixed pine and hardwoods 
with dewe understory scruh vegetation, probably 
resulting from previoUB logging. 

The material initially found in ST 4 consisted 
of three undecorated whiteware ceramics. BecaUBe 

vegetation in this area was so dense, we chose to place 
shovel tests at 50 foot interval., rather than 25 feet. 
Tests to the east, west, and south were all negative. The 

test 50 feet to the north of ST 4, however, revealed a 

fragment of blue container glass, three fragments of 
clear container glass, and one rim fragment of a metal 

can. At that point a pedestrian survey of the dirt road 
was undertaken. No additional materials wece identified, 
but we did observe a farm complex, in dilapidated 
condition, several hundred feet to the north of the 
survey oorridcr. It's possible that the remains 
encountered in the corridor, covering an area of about 
50 by 75 feet, are part of tk complex to the north. 

No temporally diagnostic materiab wel'.e 
recovered from the shovel t..is, although the blue glass 
appears consistent with commercial products typical of 
the mid-twentieth century. 

The shovel tests revealed abcut 0.8 feet of dark 
grayish ~rown (10YR4/2J loam representing a plowzone 
overlying an additional 0 .2 feet of grayish brown 
(10YR5/2) loam. Below th;,, lil a gray (10YR5/l) clay, 
with the shovel tests terminated at between 1.1 and 1.3 
feet. The soils in these shovel tests are consistent with 

Coxville loams. 

This site appears to be a very small scatter of 
relatively recent n1aterial. Shovel tests failed to identify 
any materials to the south, east, or west and in the two 
positive tests materials were not dense. No architectural 

remains were encountered and no features v.rere 
identified. There are no structures identified at this 
loeation on either the 1923 Postal Route Map for 
WilliamBburg County or the 1939 highway map. It 
8eOlllB unlikely that the very limited data sets present at 
thw site have the potential to address any significant 
research questions appropriate for early twentieth 

century farmsteads in the project region. 

AB a result, this site is recommended not 
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RESULTS 

eligible for inclusion on the National Register of 
Historic Places. No additional management activities 

are recommended, pending the review and concurrence 
of the State Historic Preservation office. 

38WG149 

Tb. site is situated a1out 150 feet south of S-
142 (Sim. Reach or Millwood Road) at station 
169+40 on the project corridor (Figure 21). The 
central UTM coordinatee are E615500 N3718320 
and the site lli found on an inland terrace with an 

elevation of 195 feet AMSL. The closest natural water 
source is an unnamed tributary to the Black River, 
about 600 feet lo the southwest. The topography is 
level, with a vecy slight slope to the south. 

Tb site was first encountered-in a dirt access 
road while walking between shovel tests. The dirt road 
cut between two fallow fields, each offering ahout 50% 
visibility - not enough to dispense with shovel testing, 

but enough to provide another mearu of estimating site 
dirneneione. The woods to the northweet and southeast 
are mixed pine and hardwood and, as mentioned, the 
elevation .hops slightly to the south and southeast, so 
the soils become somewhat less well drained. 

To the northeast of the site area there is a 
collapsed ham, evidenced by some remaining wood 
framing and sheathing, as well as mangled tin roofing. 
The 1939 highway map reveals two tenant houses in 
this general area, although none are shown on the 

current USGS topographic map. 

When both shovel tests 70 and 71 {spaced 100 
feet apart) were negative, an addttional test was placed 
midway hetween them. In addition, two tests were 
excavated at right angles, on the edges of the corridor. 
These tests were also negative. The materials collected 

from the surface include two undecorated whiteware 

ceramics, two blue sponge decorated wbtewa.res, two 

clear container glass fragments, and one fragment of 
window glass. These materials were spread out over an 

area measuring about 50 by 50 feet. 

The shovel tests revealed a profile of plowed 
grayish brown (10YR5/2) loamy sand to a depth of 
about 0.8 foot, followed by a pale brown {lOYR6/3) 

sand to a depth of 1.2 feet. Below was a yellowish brown 
(10YR5/8) sandy clay representing the subsoil, at which 
point the shovel tests were backfilled. This profile is 
consistent with other Noboco soils found in the project 
vicinity. 

The remains are consistent with a twentieth 
cenlucy deposit and !Jkly are associated with the tenant 
occupation shown on the 1 q39 map of the area. Since 

no architectural remains were encountered, it is likely 
that the settlement was actually further to the 
northeast, perhaps a.round the barn remnants, in an 

area of high grass and very low visibility. Regardless, no 
other remains were encountered on the survey corridor. 

The data sets at this site are bruted to 
domestic ·refuse, perhaps in a. secondary context:. There 

are no features and no evidence of structural remains. 
The area where artifacts were recovered has been 

damaged by the road, ss well as cultivation. It is unlikely 
that the site, based on the portion we have been a1le to 
examine, is capable of addressing significant research 
questions. As a result, we recommend the site as not 
eligible for inclusion on the National Register of 
Historic Plaoes. No furlh~r management activities 
appear necessary, pending the concurrence of the lead 

federal agency and the State Historic Preservation 
Officer. 

38WG150 

Sile 38WG 150 is situated at station 204 + 50 
on the powerllne corridor ahout 0.4 mile south of S-
142 (Sim. Reach or Millwood Road). The central UTM 
coordinates are E616210 N3717550 and the site is 
found in a fallow field with about 20% enrlace visibility. 
The field hss an elevation of a1out 195 feet AMSL and 
the nearest natural water source is an inland swamp 

about 1,500 feet to the southwest. 

The site ';l.'8.9 initially encountered in ST 102, 

which produced one fragmented of melted aqua glass 
and one fragment of melted clear glass. Additional 
shovel tests were placed at 25 feet northwest back 
toward ST 101, as well as at 25 intervals toward the 
corridor margins. r WO of these additional seven shovel 

tests were positive (Figure 22). The shovel teat 25 feel 
southeast of ST 101 produced two fragments of clear 
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container glass, while the shovel test 50 feet to the 
southeast produced a single Bristol slip stoneware. No 
materials were encountered on the surface and the 
remainder of the shovel tests v.rere all negative. 

The shovel testing in this area reveal. a profile 
of about 0.9 fool of plowed dark grayish brown 
(10YR4/2) sand ovedying a distinct pale yellow 
(2.5YR7/4) sand sub.oil. ln some shovel teste plowscars 
were visible. Excavation typically extended into this 
subsoil ahout 0.2 to 0.5 foot before the test wae 
terminated. This aoi.I profile lii consistent with the 

Bonneau Series. 

Although the 1939 highway map reveale 
several tenant slrucluree along Sims Reach Road, the 
location of this site seems too far south to represent any 

of these structures. ln addition, the absence of any 
architectural remains suggests that this scatter may 
represent a secondary trash deposit. 

Regardless, the site's data sets are very sparse. 

Artifacts are limited to kitchen remaina and only three 
of the nine shovel teste in the vicinity were positive. As 
mentioned, there is no indication of architectural 

features, such as brick or roofing tin. It seems unlikely 
that the remains encountered can address any 

substantive research questions appropriate for late 
nineteenth or early twentieth century tenancy in South 

Carolina. In addition, site integrity iB poor, there being 
evidence of extensive plowing. 

AB a result, no additional management 
activities are proposed for this site, whiah we 

recommend as not eligible for inclusion on the National 

Register of Historic Places. 

38WG151 

Site 38WG151 is situated in the gwamp area 

of the Black River at station 322+00, ahout 2,000 
feet southwest of S-142 (Sims Reach or Millwood 
Road). The central UTM coordinates are E618920 
N3715200. 

The site consists of a fairly dense scatter of 
prehistoric and historic materials on a low sand ridge 

overlooking an inland owamp. The elevation is ahout 80 

40 

feet AMSL and the closest natural water source is the 
inland swamp, ahout 200 feet to the northwest. The 
area hae been logged and extensively bulldozed, likely in 

preparation for replanting. Remnant vegetation consists 

of scrub hardwood, while the earlier vegetation appears 

to have been primarily planted pine with some mixed 
hardwood. in the underetory. This practice of clear 
cutting and bulldozing seeme to be common in tltis 
portion of the state where erosion is somewhat less of a 

concern that in the upstate. 

Because of the good surface visibility in this 
area and the generally low wile, sbovel testing wae being 
conducted at 200 foot intervale. The site wae initially 
discovered, as surface material, walking from Shovel 
Test 126 (whioh wae negative) to Shovel Test 127 
(which was aleo negative). A series of 10 additional 
shovel tests wsre conducted in the vicinity of the surface 
remains - only one of these tests (Figure 23) was 

positive. All of the tests revealed a relatively thin A 
horizon of very dark grayish brown (10YR3/2) sand 
overlymg the subsoil, a dark yellowish brown (10YR4/4) 
sand at a depth of ahout 0.7 foot. The A horizon soils 
were thoroughly mi'ted, containing fragments of bark, 
tree branches and other debris. Tbs soil profile is 

ge~enally consistent with the Chipley Series. 

The prehistoric surface remains from this site 
include one orthoquartzite biface, 33 orthoquarlzite 
flakes, one Pee Dee Complicated Stamped sherd, five 
small (i.e., under 1-inch in diameter) sherds, and four 
fragments of baked clay objects. The worked stone and 
flakes are not temporally diagnostic, although the Pee 
Dee sherd is characlerislic of the Mississippian Period, 

ahout A.D. 1400. The baked claypbjects, in contrast, 
are far more typical of the Late Archaic or Early 
Woodland period., often being found associated with 
Stallings, Thom's Creek, or Refuge pottery. These 
remalru suggests that the blnff edge was used by a 
variety of different groups, from at least 1,000 B.C. 
through A.D. 1400. It was likely a good place to lie in 
wait for game frequenting the nearby swamp edge. 

The historic remains recovered from the 

auxface include two fragment of undecorated whiteware, 
three fragmenls of tinted glazed whiteware, one Bristol 
slip stoneware, one blue container glass fragment, 10 

fragments of brown glaes (several of which appear to be 
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alcohol bottles), one intact olear glass bottle, and 24 
clear conlainer glass fragments. The one positive shovel 

test (25 feet southwest of ST 126) included two 

fragments of clear container glass. 

BaEed on the surface distribution, we estimate 

that the site measures about 100 feet northwest
southeast by a1out 60 feet northeast-southwest. 

Tbe prehistoric component of tbs site includes 
a variety of materials - pottery, lithics, and baked clay 
objects - although they also appear to represent several 
distinct and widely separated tentporal event.. No 
prehistoric materials were recovered from the shovel 

testing. If the site exhibited greater integrity - ;f the 
logging had not been so severe and bad so many debris 
from the logging been found in the shovel test. - we 
would be included to recommend additional, more 
intensive testing of the site area to determine if 
remnants of one or more of the prehistoric camps might 

be found. However, as it iB, we doubt that the site 
possesses either the data sets or the integrity to address 

significant research questions. 

The historic component, like several others 
identified during tbs survey, appears to be iBolated -
lacking any indication of architectural remains. Perhaps 
the survey corridor is so narrow- that the more 
substantive architectural components are eluding us. Or 
perhaps tenant sites have been so aggressively eliminated 

horn the landscape that no brick, tin, or nails remain. 

Both seem unlikely. It seems more likely that we are 
encountering a variety of secondary refuse deposits -
places-where trash was deposited slightly away from the 
actual house site. Regardlesa, we do not believe that thiB 
site contains the data sets necesaary to address 
substantive research questions. In addition, the site 

integrity has been seriously compromiBed by tbe logging 
operations. 

AB a result, neither component appears to 
possess either the data sets or the integrity necessary for 

further research. We recommend thIB site as not eli¢ble 
for inclusion on the N alional RegiBter of HIBtoric 
Places. No additional management activities are 

recommended, pending concurrence of the lead federal 
agency and the State HUitoric Preservation Officer. 
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38WG152 

Site 38WG 152;,, situated about 500 feet east 
of S-30 and about 800 feet south of the Black River. 
The remains were encountered at station 400+00 and 

the central UTM coordinates are E629090 
N3713200. The site iB situated on a ridge overlooking 
the Black River swamp at an elevation of a1out 150 feet 
AMSL. Tbe topography iB generally level, but lends to 
slope to the north and east. Vegetation to the northwest 
consiBte of planted pines. To the south there ;,, an open 
area of grass and pasture, where several trailers are 
situated. To the east there iB a mixed pine and hardwood 
forest. 

The site was initially encountered in Shovel 
Test 156, which produced a single orthoquartzite flake. 
A series of seven addition shovel tests were excavated in 
the area, with only one (25 feet northwest of Shovel 
Test 156) being positive. That test yielded another 
orthoquartzite flake. 

These positive tests prompted a surface survey, 
foousing on the area slightly uphill; to the We5t, where 
an area of planted pines had been cut and the area 
bulldozed. Tbs open area produced three additional 
orthoquartzite flakes and one small (under 1-inch) 
prehistoric sherd. Unfortunately, the bulk of the A 
horizon soil. from this opened area had been bulldozed 
into a pile, so it is likely that most of the site materials 
have been stripped from the site area. 

Where intact soils were encountered, the 

shovel teste revealed a1out 0.8 foot of brown (10YR5/3) 
A horizon sands overlying a yellowiBh brown (10YR5/8) 
clay loam subsoil. These soils are coruiistent with the 

Emporia Series. 

This site, situated on the swamp margin, 
suggests that the area wae being used during the 
Woodland Period, proba1ly for a hunting camp or other 
limited use function. Had the area not been so heavily 
hnpacted by clearing and grubbing, we would have 
recommended some additional close interval testing to 

determine if intact deposit. might be located. However, 
it appean; that the site's integrity has been too heavily 
impacted to warrant any additional investigation. 
Consequently, we recommend the site as not eligible for 
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inclusion on the National Register. No additional 

management activities appear necessary, pending the 

concurrence of the lead federal agency and the State 
Historic Preservation Officer. 

38WG153 

Site 38WG 153 is situated about 800 feet 
north of US 521. The central UTM coordinates are 
E619950 N3711610. The site consists of the ruins of 
a frame house with a standing chimney (Figure 25). It 
was encountered in the process of looking for the staked 
corridor and we eventually discovered that the 

archaeological site is situated about 100 lo 150 feel 
west of the proposed corridor, roughly perpendicular to 

station 459+50 (Fig~re 26). 

igure 25. Site 38WG153, view to the north-northwest. 

The site is situated on a level terrace at an 

elevation of about 195 feel AMSL. The closest natural 
water sources are several small tributaries of the Black 

River, none closer than about 4,500 feet of the 

structure. The site is at the edge of a fallow field, only 
about 40 feel from the dirt farm road. To the northwest 
and west of the site is an area of planted pines. 

Since the site was not found within the survey 
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corridor no shovel testing was conducted. However, we 

did make a small grab collection of materials around the 

structure, including two fragments of undecorated 

whiteware, one green transfer printed whiteware, two 

fragments of blue transfer printed whiteware, one 

fragment of brown container glass, one fragment of 

green container glass, one fragment of light green glass, 

three fragments of milk glass, four fragments of clear 

container glass, nine fragments of window glass, one 

leather shoe sole fragment, and one glass marble. These 

remains are suggestive of an early twentieth century site. 

The 1938 highway map reveals a structure at this 
location. Moreover, it is shown not as a tenant house, 

but as an owner's. The site, however, is no longer 

present by 1990 when the USGS map was produced. 

This site has 
been disturbed by recent 

bulldozing, although it 
isn't certain whether it 

was to remove some 

parts of the structure 

(unlikely since the 
chimney is standing) or 

perhaps to help contain 

a forest fire, evidence of 

which is seen in the 

burned over field. 

Regardless, the 
bulldozing has displaced 
the foundation (which 
consisted of poured 

concrete piers) and has 

scattered much of the 

structural remains. The 

site area is now rutted 

and there is standing 

water in some areas. 

It is likely that this site would have been 
worthy of additional testing to further evaluate its 

significance, prior to the bulldozing. We now doubt, 

however, that the integrity is sufficient to warrant 

additional investigations. Although no shovel testing 

was conducted at this site, we do not believe that it is 

eligible for inclusion on the National Register. We also 

note that the site is not within the proposed corridor, so 
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we are recommending no additional management 
aotivities. 

38WG154 

Site 38WG154 is situated about 1,400 feet 
west of S-81 at station 615+00. The central UTM 
coordinates are E618560 N3706980. The closest 
natural water source is Gumtree Branoh, about 200 
feel to the northwest. The site, in an area king tested 
by shovel tests at 200 foot intervak because of the 
low, wet soils, was initially discovered by the presence 
of a small brick pile. Although neither of the shovel 
tests at the 200 fool interval points revealed artifacts, 
a series of eight additional shovel tests were excavated at 
25 foot intervak in the vicinity of the brick rubble 
(Figure 27). 

These additioru.l shovel tests revealed a diffuse 
scatter of historic materials (fable 2), whioh appear to 
date primarily from the twentieth century (there are no 
clearly nineteenth century remains present). The shovel 
tests revealed about 0.5 foot of light yellowish brown 
(10YR6/4) sand overlying a yellowish brown (10YR5/6) 
olay. These profiles are characteristic of the Horneville 
soils, known to be present in the site area. The 
vegetation consists of primarily pine with some mixed 

hardwoods. Coupled with the soJ profile (with little 
organic matter in the remnant A horizon}, it appears 
likely that this area has been oultivated in the past, but 
has ken turned over to logging. 

The site dimensions are estimated to he about 
50 by 75 feet, based on the shovel test data. Other than 
the one brick pile, no other surface evidence of the site 
was found {i.e., there were no piers or tin roofing, there 
was no remnant wood framing). 

The 1939 highway map does reveal the 
presence of at least three tenant structures in this area 

(none of which are stJl shown on the 1990 USGS 
topographic map). It seems likely that 38WG154 
represents one of these tenant dwelling., with the brick 
pJe perhape representing the remains of a chimney fall. 

Although there are several data sets present 
(ceramics, glass, and the brick pJe), others that might 
suggest the site is intacl {such aa roofing and in situ 
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Table 2. 
Arlifaots Recovered from 38WG154 

Provenience WW BEW Cir ~lsss jlriak 
NSOElOO 1 1 1 1 
N75E100 1 1 
N50E126 1 1 
N25E100 9 1 

WW = whiteware, undecorated; BEW = burnt refined 
earthenware; Clr glass = clear container glass 

piers) are missing. Moreover1 the area has been turned 
over to the cultivation of pines, suggesting that whatever 
might have been there was lsrgely diBplaced or removed. 
This is consistent with the soJ profile. 

AB a result, we do not believe that the site can 

address signilicant research questions and we 

recommend it as not eligible for inclusion on the 
National Register of Historic Places. No additional 
management activities are recommended, pending 
concurrence by the lead federal agency and the State 
Historic Preservation officer. 

38WGOO - Isolated Find 1 

A single Deptford Cord Marked sherd was 

recovered on the surface of a ridgo edge overlooking an 

inland swamp. The central UTM coordinates are 
E616760 N3717040 and the site is situated at station 
228+70 in the survey corridor (Figures 28 and 29). 
The area has an elevation of about 130 feet AMSL and 
the topography slopes to the northwest, toward an 
inland swamp, about 1, 000 feet distant. In spite of the 
elevation and the distance to the swamp, the soils in this 
area were waterlogged at the time 0£ the survey, with 
ruts holding water and shovel tests consistently dJfi.cult 
to soreen. A,, a result shovel testing was at 200 foot 
intervak. 

The area has been heavJy logged and the 
vegetation was grass, brambles, and scrub hardwoods. 
There were a number of bulldozed pJes of wood debris 
and the identified site was situated just northwest of one 
such pJe. 
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on a sandy bluff adjacent 
to an inland swamp area. 

The central UTM 
coordinates are E620250 
N3712600 and the 
point was recovered about 

15 feet from station 
419+00 on the survey 
corridor (Figure 31). The 
elevation iB about 160 
feet AMSL and th;. site 
is within 25 feet of the 
swamp margin. 

The recovered 

item was a Small 
Savannah River 
Stemmed projectile 

igure29. Site 38WGOO - Isolated Find 1, looking to the northwest. 
point. The item, Baked 
from rhyol.ite, measures 
4.7 cm in length, 2.3 cm 
in width, and 0 .8 cm in 

A series of five shovel tests were placed around 
the initial find at 25-foot intervals. All were negative. 
The soil. in this area, characteristic of the Eunola 
Series, consll!ted of 0.4 foot of dark gray (10YR4/1) 
sand filled with hark and other wood debris, overlying a 
light yellowish brown (10YR6/4) sand to a depth of 
about 0.9 foot. Below, to the terminal depth of the 
shovel tests at about 1.3 feet, was a pale brown 
(10YR7/3) sand. Additional pedestrian survey was 

conducted in the vicinity of the original diBcovery, but 
no additional remains could be found. It iB likely that 
the bulldozing which exposed this shard destroyed other 
evidence of the site. 

This site do.a not possess the data sets to make 
any substantive contribution to our understanding of 

Woodland occupation on swamp margins. AE a result, 

we recommend it not eligible for inclusion on tb.e 
National RegiBter of lfutoric Places. No further 
management activity is recommended, pending the 
concurrence of the lead federal agency and the State 
Historic Preservation Officer. 

38WGOO - Isolate.I Find 2 

This wlated find of a projectile point {Figure 
30) was also identified as a reeult of logging diBturbance 

thickness. 

Shovel tests up to the edge of the swamp were at 
100 foot interval., but the nearest shovel test, about 70 
feet to the south, was negative. The point was collected 
fmm the surface and a series of five additional shovel tests 
were excavated in a cruciform pattern. All were negative. 
Soi.ls in the area are consistent with the Emporia Series 
and exhibit about 
0.4 foot of brown 
(10YR5/3) and 
overlying a subsoil 
of yellowish brown 
(10YR5/8) clay. 

This site 
is recommended as 

not eligible for 
inclusion on the 
Na ti on al Register 
and no additional 
management 
activities are 

recommended. 

0 2 

cm 

I 

;gure 30. Small Savannah Rive 
Stenuned pomt. 
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SUMMARY AND RECOMMENDATIONS 

Thie study involved the examination of a 12.7 
mile corridor for Central Elecrtric Power Cooperative 

running from the north side of the Black River, west of 
Boggy Swamp southeasterly to the community of Trio 
on the south side of the Black River. The propoeed 
corridor, 75 feet in width, ie intended for the placement 
of single poles, typically about 40 to 50 feet in height. 
A. a result, the propooed undertaking ie anticipated to 
have little visnal intrusion. 

We determined that there were no previous 

a;chaeological sites identified in the study area and that 
there had been no previous architectural surveys in the 

vicinity. Nor were there any National Register listed 

siteS in or adjacent -to our study corridor. 

Much of the corridor coruiets of wooded 
parcels and, in fact, mtly approximately 0. 9 mile was 

sufficiently open and had sufficient snrface visibility to 
allow a pedestrian survey. Much of the corridor also 
consists of poorly drained soils and slightly over 4.3 
mJes of the corridor consieted of tracts with standing 
waler or waler logged soils. About 7.2 mJes of the 
corridor were wooded, but sufficiently dry to allow to 
shovel testing, which was conducted at 100 foot 
intervals on better drained soJ. and at 200 foot 
intervals on the lower, wetter soils. 

Of the 10 recovered occurrences of oultural 
remains, five are single component historic aites 

(38WG148, 38WG149, 38WG150, 38WG153, and 
38WG154); one ie a single component prehistoric site 
(38WG152); two are ieolated occurrences of only 
prehmoric material (38WGOO-l and 38WGD0-2); and 
two exhibit both prehistoric and hietoric remairu 
(38WG147 and 38WG151). 

These sites were evsluated for their potenti.l to 
address aignilicant research questiorui. Many were found 

to consist of very small data sets, while others were 

observed to have suffered exteruive damage from 

plowing or, more commonly, clear cutting and 

bulldozing. A. a result, we have recommended none of 
the sites as eligible for inclUBion on tbe National 
Register of Historic Places. A. snch, no additional 
management activities are recommended at these sites, 

pending the review and concurrence by the lead federal 
agency and the South Carolina State Hmoric 
Preservation Office. 

An examination of the corridor and areas 

inunediately adjacent to the corridor faJed to reveal any 
standing historic structures that might be eligible tor 
inclusion on the National Register of Historic Places. 

The prehistoric sites and occurrences (included 
since they were found in similar ecological zones) are 

situated on Noboco, Cbip\ey, Emporia, and Eunola 
soJ.. All, with the exception of the Chipley, are in 

Capability Class I or II. All, including .the Chipley soJ., 
are coruidered al least moderately well drained and 
several are well drained. It seeme that thie limited survey 
confirms the reasonable expectation that most 
prehistoric sites a~e to be found on better drained soils, 

frequently at the edge of an inland swamp (probably to 
take advantage of the ecotone). 

The historic sites are found on Noboco, 
Coxvi.lle, Bonneau, Chipley, Eunola, and Hornsville 
soJs. With the exception of the Chipley and Coxville 
soJ., all are either Capability Class I or II. In addition, 
all except the Coxville soJ. are at least moderately well 
drained. Consequently, it appears that hietoric 
settlement, at least based on thie limited study, was not 
dramatically affected by access to roads or even an effort 
to avoid productive land. They, like the prehistoric sites, 

tended to be situated on better (i.e., relatively dry) soils. 
This may be reflected by occasional observations in the 
historic records that point out land waB avsJable, but 
underutik.ed in the•county. It may be that there was no 
pressure pushing tenant settlements to the poorer lands. 

Alternatively, it may be that the poorer lands were so 
poorly drained that it was impractical to have tenants 

live in these areas. 
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It is possible that archaeological remains may 

be encountered in the corridor during maintenance 
activities. A. always, the developer's contractors should 
be advised to report any .kcaveries of concentrations of 
amfacts (suah as bottles, ceramics, or projectile points) 

or brick rubble to the project engineer, who should in 
turn report the material to the Historic Charleston 

Foundation, or Chicora Foundation. No further land 
altering activities should take place in the vicinity of 
these dtscoveri~ until they have been examined by an 
archaeologist. 
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